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CO~O~E~T

1
(CWM Chemical

Services, Inc.)

2
(Somerset Group)

3
(Town of Lewiston)

5
(U.S. Govemment-

Niagara Falls Storage
Site)

6
(Modem Disposal

Services. Inc.)

7

(Sludge)

8
(Wastewater)

9
(Surface Water and

Sediment)

Benzene, TNT,

Nitration Houses

Area North of C

Groundwater:
Boron, TCE, TNT

TCA, RDY
4-amino-2,6-
dinitrotoluene

Trash Pit
Vicinity Property G

Air Force Plant 68 (AFP-68)

I/ AFP-68 Process Area 8 11 X I
AFP-68 Process Area IO 11 I X

Acid Contamination Area x
X

iruundwater:  Lithium,
WWTP Vicinity Shops

‘I------!11 Former LOOW Incinerator /I

Sludge: Pesticides, IjFormer  LOOW Underground 1-1
Explosives I Lines

/ ( F o r m e r  L O O W  U n d e r g r o u n d  11

* DERP-FUDS  = Defense Environmental Restoration Program-Formerly Used Defense Sites.


